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Abstract

In machine learning, asynchronous parallel stochastic gradient descent (APSGD)
is broadly used to speed up the training process through multi-workers. Mean-
while, the time delay of stale gradients in asynchronous algorithms is generally
proportional to the total number of workers, which brings additional deviation
from the accurate gradient due to using delayed gradients. This may have a neg-
ative influence on the convergence of the algorithm. One may ask: How many
workers can we use at most to achieve a good convergence and the linear speedup?

In this paper, we consider the second-order convergence of asynchronous algo-
rithms in non-convex optimization. We investigate the behaviors of APSGD with
consistent read near strictly saddle points and provide a theoretical guarantee
that if the total number of workers is bounded by O(K'/?M~'/3) (K is the to-
tal steps and M is the mini-batch size), APSGD will converge to good stationary

points (||Vf(x)|| < &, V2f(x) = —/el,e* < O(W/ﬁ)) and the linear speedup
is achieved. Our works give the first theoretical guarantee on the second-order
convergence for asynchronous algorithms. The technique we provide can be gen-

eralized to analyze other types of asynchronous algorithms to understand the be-
haviors of asynchronous algorithms in distributed asynchronous parallel training.

1 Introduction

In large scale machine learning optimization problems, Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD) has been
widely used, whose convergence rate is O(1/y/K) where K is the number of steps. When there are
multiple workers, it is feasible to speed up the convergence rate by parallel stochastic gradient meth-
ods. In [1l], the authors studied the synchronous parallel stochastic gradient method, which uses
multiple workers to compute the stochastic gradient on M data in parallel and performs a synchro-
nization before modifying parameters, and the convergence rate O(1/v/MK) is achieved. However,
since the synchronization process is very time-consuming, the synchronous parallel stochastic gra-
dient method is relatively inefficient. It is found feasible to use the asynchronous method, which
allows all workers to work independently and does not need a global synchronization. The asyn-
chronous parallelism has been successfully applied in speeding up the training process in [2, 3,4} 5]

In asynchronous algorithms, parameters are updated by stale gradients. For a distributed system
with fixed processing speed, the more workers are used, the larger the time delay of stale gradients
is. Generally, the time delay bound 7T is proportional to the total number of workers[6]. When T is
too large, the convergence will be significantly affected. Thus there must be an upper bound on the
total workers for a distributed asynchronous training system. Therefore a question arises naturally:
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What is the upper bound of the number of workers we can use to achieve the linear speed up? ‘

This problem was studied in the convex case [3|] and the non-convex case[6]. The results in [6] is
that let K be the total steps and M be the mini-batch size. Set the learning rate n ~ /1/MK. If
the total number of workers is bounded by O(+/K/M), the convergence rate of ||V f(x)||> achieves

O(4/ ﬁ ), thus the linear speedup is achieved.

However, all the previous results only provide a guarantee on ||V f(x)|| — 0. In the non-convex
optimization, due to the existence of the saddle points, the asynchronous algorithm may converge to
saddle points that are not local minima, and saddle points can be very bad. On the other hands, local
minima can be good enough in many practical problems, such as multi-layer linear neural networks
[7], matrix completion, matrix sensing, robust PCA [8]], Burer-Monteiro style low rank optimization
[9] and over-parametrization neural network [10]. In these problems, under good conditions, all
the saddle points of the loss are strictly saddle, and there is only one local minimum. Meanwhile,
based on the work in [[L1} [12} 13} [14} 15, [16]], it is well-known a perturbed SGD can escape strictly
saddle points quickly and find a local minimum. The goal of this paper is to study that after adding
a small noise, for asynchronous parallel SGD with consistent read, how large can the time delay be
to keep the second-order convergence? Previous results[6] show that 7 < O(K 12p=1/ 2) is enough
for asynchronous SGD to converge to the first-order stationary points. In this paper, we show that

when 7' < 5(1( 13pm=1 3), asynchronous parallel SGD does converge to the second-order stationary

points (||Vf(x)|| < &,V2f(x) = —/pel,€> < O(y/ 32 )) and the linear speedup is achieved. Since
second-order stationary points are almost local minima, this work illustrates that when and how we

can obtain a model with a good performance by asynchronous training in non-convex optimization.
A summary of the bounds for asynchronous algorithms is provided in Table

Table 1: A summary of the bounds of number of workers for asynchronous algorithms.

Second Order Number

Paper Algorithm Non-convex Convergence  of Workers

Agarwal and  Asynchronous Parallel 1/dpg—3/4

Duchi [3] SGD with Consistent Read  \° N/A O(K™/*M™>"7)
Asynchronous Parallel

Liu et al. [I7] ]S)té’scclistt(lg f;(;ﬁzd‘“ate No N/A o(n'?)
coordinates dimension)

. Asynchronous Parallel 1/2p5-1/2
Lian et al. [0] SGD with Consistent Read Yes No oK™/ "M )

Perturbed Asynchronous B
This paper Parallel SGD with Yes Yes O(K'PMm=1/3)
Consistent Read

1.1 Our Contribution

In this paper, we study the second-order convergence properties of the asynchronous stochastic
gradient descent. We prove that the perturbed version of the asynchronous SGD algorithm will
reach second-order stationary points in an almost dimension-free time, and the linear speedup is
achieved.

Our main contributions are listed below:

e We design a novel approach to analyze the behaviors of asynchronous stochastic gradient
descent near and far from strictly saddle points and study the influence of stale gradients in
the updating. We establish an inequality to describe the special behaviors of asynchronous
algorithms near saddle points and use Lyapunov-Razumikhin methods for time-delay sys-
tems to study the instability. Our technique can also be generalized to analyze other types
of asynchronous algorithms to understand the behaviors of asynchronous training, and our



result reveals when and how asynchronous parallel stochastic gradient descent can speed
up training without loss of the performance.

e We study the influence of the time delay bound, in other words, the bound of number of
the total workers on asynchronous training, and give the first theoretical guarantees for
the asynchronous stochastic gradient descent algorithm to converge to second-order sta-
tionary points with a linear speedup (rate O(ﬁ)) when the total number of workers is

upper bounded by 5([( 13pm=1 3). Thus we prove that in asynchronous parallel SGD, the

workload for every worker can be reduced by the factor O(K'/3M~1/3) compared to the
synchronous parallel algorithms without causing any loss of accuracy and the ability to
escape strictly saddle points.

1.2 Related Works

Asynchronous parallel SGD: Asynchronous parallel SGD algorithm was firstly proposed in [3[],
and a lock-free version Hogwild was proposed in [[18]. APSGD was used in Google to train deep
learning networks effectively in [2]. The convergence was proved for convex cases in [3 [18]], and
non-convex cases were studied in [6],[[19]. However, all these works are limited to first-order con-
vergence.

First-order algorithms that escape saddle points: The saddle escaping problem was firstly studied
in [L1]. More detailed studies were given in [[13] for perturbed gradient descent and [15} [14] for
SGD. Stable manifold in dynamical system was used in [[12] to show gradient descent will always
finally reach a local minimum with probability almost one if we use random initialization. However,
the work in [20] pointed out that if we don’t add any noise, gradient descent may take exponential
time to escape strict saddle points.

Stability of time-delay systems: Saddle points escaping is closely related to the instability of the
dynamical system. For the time-delay system, the stability has been studied in many work [21,
22, 23| 24, 125]]. Yet there are only a few articles about the instability of time-delay system, e.g.
[26, 27, 128, [29], which use Lyapunov-Krasovskii functional and Lyapunov-Razumikhin methods.
In this paper, we prove a much stronger Razumikhin type instability theorem than previous results,
which is available for asynchronous algorithms.

Notation We use asymptotic notations O(-), 5(), where O(+) is the general big O notation, and we

use 5() to hide the logarithmic factors in O(-). x € R? denotes the parameters to be trained, d is the
dimension, and x, denotes the global optimal solution. || - || denotes the 2-norm of a matrix. We use

x ~y to denote there is a constant 0 < b < O(1) such that x = by.

2 Preliminaries on Asynchronous Parallel Stochastic Gradient Descent in
Computer Network

In this paper, we consider using asynchronous stochastic gradient descent to solve

min f(x) = %Zﬁ(X), M

xER4

where f;j(x) is smooth and can be non-convex.

There are two types of asynchronous parallel implementations of stochastic gradient descent. One
is the asynchronous parallel SGD with consistent read for multiple workers in the computer network
[3]] and asynchronous parallel SGD with inconsistent read for the shared memory system[18]. In
this paper, we only focus on the asynchronous parallel SGD with consistent read (AsySGD-con).

Consider a network with the star-shaped topology, and the center in the star-shaped network is the
master machine. Node machines in the computer network only need to exchange information with
the master machine. The process of perturbed asynchronous stochastic gradient descent in computer
network is shown in algorithm[I]

In this perturbed asynchronous SGD, an isotropic noise VM, § ~ N(0,(r?/d)I) is added. As
shown in [20], this condition is necessary, otherwise gradient descent can take exponential time to



Algorithm 1: Perturbed Asynchronous Parallel Stochastic Gradient Descent in Computer Network

Input: Initial parameters xp, learning rate 7, perturbation radius r.

At the master machine:

At time t, wait till receiving M stochastic gradients g(x,,m, 6,,1-) from node machines.

X1 =X — (S 8(%—5,;,610) +VME), & ~N(0,(r*/d)I). Forall,i,0< 7, <T;

At node machines:

Pull parameter x from the master.

Random select a sample 6; ;, compute stochastic gradient indexed by g(x, 6;;)) and push g to the
master machine.

escape strictly saddle points if we don’t make any assumptions on the stochastic gradients as in
(14} 130].

3 Second-order Convergence Guarantee of Asynchronous Parallel
Stochastic Gradient Descent

In this section we show when T < O(K'/3M~/3), Algorithm [ will find reach a second-order sta-
tionary point. Our result is based on the following standard assumptions.

Assumption 1 Function f(x) should be L smooth and p-Hessian Lipschitz:

IVf(x) = VIO < Lix =yl IV f(x) = V2O < plle =] Va,. )
Assumption 2 Stochastic gradient g(x,0) should be s*-norm-subGaussian:
Eg(x,0) = Vf(x), P(lg(x,0)= V()| >1) < 2exp(—1/(25%)), 3)

and ):?il 8z, 60) = Vf(xiq,)is Ms?%-norm-sub-Gaussian.

Assumption 3 (Batch Stochastic Gradient Assumption) For any 0, stochastic gradient function
g(+,0) is L-Lipschitz.

When we use minibatch-SGD with the random sampling, the gradient function g(+, ) is ¢-Lipschitz
for some ¢ if f;(x) in () are Lipschitz for all i. Then this assumption is true [14] [15]].

In algorithm[I we denote Y0, & = Y2 (8(xi—z,,) — Vf(x1—,)) + VM&. Then Yo, £y is an
Mo? norm-sub-Gaussian random vector, where 62 = s% + 2. We set

n= % withw < O(1) , F = 60c6’nLT < T€> , F, = TaxLG>
welTHOMN PR )
—Mn\/p_e/Z L2N°MILT < 1/5,¢c=4

where 0 < u < 5(1) Below we introduce a definition that is very useful for the analysis of asyn-
chronous algorithms with delay 7 > 1.

Tmax =T+

Definition 1 Let K be the total number of iterations. We divide K into [K /2T blocks Sy = {i|k2T <
i < (k+1)2T}.

1) Blocks Sy satisfying Yics, ||V.f(xi)] |> > F are blocks of the first kind.

2) Let Fi = maxies, +1. Sy with Lics, ||V ()| < F, Amin(V2f (x)) < —/PE/2 are blocks of the
second kind.

3) Blocks are of the third kind, if Ycs, ||V f(xi)||* < F and din(V2f(x5,)) > —\/PE/2.
We are ready to present our main results on the bound of T in Algorithm[Il

Theorem 1 Under the above assumptions, for a smooth function f(x), we run perturbed asyn-
chronous parallel stochastic gradient algorithm || with K iterations using parameter r = s,1 ~

/1 2 1
s € ~ A/ g Suppose

T <OK'?M~1/?), ®)



then with high probability, asynchronous parallel stochastic gradient will reach points in the third
kind of blocks at least once in K iterations.

Theorem 2 Under the conditions of Theoremlll suppose
T <O(K'PM™'7), ©)
then with high probability, asynchronous parallel stochastic gradient will reach points x satisfying

[IV£(x)|| < & and Apin(V*f(x)) > —/PE at least once in K iterations.

Remark 3.1 The bound of T in this paper is 5(K1/3M’1/3), which is worse than that in the first
order case [6] T < O(K'/*M~'/?). However, we only need T < O(K'/>*M~'/2) to prove Theorem
[ i.e. find a point x € S), with

T I9F0)IE < F . Ain(V255) > —/PE/2. -
iGSk
For a block of the third kind, we have
j 1
V f(xis 2= i V f(x; 2 V f(x; 2o _F<égr
IVsGIP = min IVSG)IP< 7 X VSR < zF <e ®)

And under the condition T < O(K'*M~'/3) in Theorem2l we can show

dninV2f (X)) > —/PE/2 — p||xis — xi|| > —/PE/2 — \/PE/2\/PE/L > —\/PE. )
If we drop out this condition, () will only provide a guarantee that algorithm Il will find a point x
that either

V@) < &, Anmin(V2f(x)) > —/(T + 1)pe, (10)
VL < V(T + 1)e, Anin(V2f(x)) > —/PE. (11

This is why Theorem D requires T < O(K'/3M~1/3),

Since the time delay parameter 7 is generally proportional to the number of workers [6], this theorem
indicates that if the total number of workers is bounded by O(K 13pm=1 3), the linear speedup is
achieved to converge to a second-order stationary points ||V f(x)|| < € and A, (V2 f(x)) > —./PE.

4 Convergence Rate of APSGD to Reach the Third Kind of Blocks

In this section, we show the main idea to prove Theorem [l Firstly, we consider the first-order
convergence. The following theorem is a variant of Theorem 1 in [6].

Theorem 3 Supposing ( — L’MT?n) — iz < 0, with probability at least 1 —3e™", we have

h+T 3Mn

f@igros1) = () <Z ——IVf(@)|? +eno’t+ 20’ LM eo (T4 1 + 1)

fo—1 12)

+L2T*Mn? Z IIZfoj ]|

k=to—T m=1

Remark 4.1 When we set ty = 0, T = K, this theorem shows when 1 ( —L*MT?n) — W <0,
Flxk) — flxo) < XK o — 3M" [|Vf(xx)||? + some constants. Thus as in the synchronous case, we
only need to show Zk||Vf(xk)||2 is large. However, when ty > 0, the “memory effect” term
L’T’Mn? ZZ):;(LT || xM_, Vf(xj—z,,)|| is important, and there is no guarantee that f (x.) will keep
decreasing as k increasing. This observation is crucial in the analysis on the behaviors near saddle
points.

Next we consider the behaviors near a strictly saddle point x with ||V f(x)|| & 0, Apin(Vf(x)) < —7y
for some y > 0.



Theorem 4 Supposing NLMT < 1/3, given a point xk, let H=V?f(x;), and e be the minimum
eigendirection of H, Y = —Awin(H) > \/p€/2 and YX7 . ||V f(x,)||> < F. We have, with proba-

bility at least 1/24,
k+Tmax—1

Y IVA)|? = P = TuanLo?.

t=k

The main difference between asynchronous and synchronous case is that in the synchronous case,

for any x; with Apin(V2f (1)) < —/P€/2, Tt 1|V f(x(r))|[* will be large even if ||V f(x;)]]
is not small [[13]. However in the asynchronous case, Zf;kl—zT V£ (x)][?

the stale gradients.

< F is necessary due to

Then we have the following lemma, and Theorem[Ilis a direct corollary of it.

Lemma 5 For a large enough 1, let

f(XO) _f(x*) }

K = max{1001T
MT[FZ

f(X()) _f(‘x*) 1001 T,
MnF b max

With probability at least 1 — 3e™', we have:

1) There are at most [K /8T blocks of the first kind .
2) There are at most [K /8T blocks of the second kind.
so that at least | K /AT | blocks are of the third kind.

1) is trivial because

fh+7T
fxesn) = flxo) < Y — ||Vf (x)|]? +eno?i+2n2LM?co?(t+ 1 +1). (13)

k=tg
For 2), let z; be the stopping time such that
z1 = inf{ j|S; is of the second kind},

14
zi = Inf{ j|Tpax /2T < j—zi—1 and S| is of the second kind}. (14)
Let N = max{i|2T - 2 + Typax < K}. Note that for X; = Y} ;T““* V(|2 EX; > L Fy by The-

oremMd YV X; is a submartingale. Using Azuma’s inequality, 2) follows.

5 Behaviors Near Strictly Saddle Points

Theorem[]is the key theorem in the second-order convergence. In this section, we study the behav-
iors of APSGD near a strictly saddle point and prove Theorem[dl Then main idea is to study the
exponential instability of APSGD near a strictly saddle point and use an inequality to give a lower

bound of Zk+T”"“ ||V f(x)||* to prove Theorem 4]

5.1 Descent Inequality

The behaviors of asynchronous gradient descent are quite different from the synchronous case in
[L14[13]], which can be described by the following inequality:

Lemma 6 Supposing n*(3£ — L*MT*n) — 5L <0,

1t i1 = |2 = 303 Z 20" Giml P
Y (1+220M2T)|| V£ ()2 > ——
= 3n2M?t
to—1
Y 22T V()| 1P (15)
k:I()sz
-1
t +I()2L2 ) 2
Y al Z Y Ll
k:l() ma_xm_

where 0 < 1" < T is a random variable.



If ZZ’;{LZT ||Vf(x)||? is very large, in the worst case, even if max,<7,,. ||Xx1, —xt|| is large enough,

ZZ:Z(?T ||V f(xx)||? can be still very small. This is due to there is no guarantee that the asynchronous

gradient descent can decrease the function value, so it is possible that the algorithm will finally return

back to a point near the saddle point. However, if ||V £ (x;)||* keeps small for a long enough time (>
—1 . max

27), we have T IV ()l < F, then maxec7,, lxts — x| islarge = £ 7 () |[2 >

F>, by Lemmal6l Thus there is a direct corollary:

Lemma 7 There is a parameter S ~ /INMTuax1V/M~/Tax@ such that, supposing nLMT < 1/3,
if):;{;klfzr |IVf(x)||> < F, we have
k+Tnax—1
P( Y IV = By or ¥t < Tax, |0 — x| P < 87) > 1—1/24. (16)
=k

Using this lemma, in order to prove Theorem[] we can turn to show ||x(r) — x(0)|| > S.

5.2 Exponential Instability of Asynchronous Gradient Dynamics

We will show ||x(z) —x(0)|| > S by analyzing the exponential instability of asynchronous gradient
dynamics near the strict saddle points. In fact we have:

Theorem 8 Supposing x;. satisfying Amin(V>f(x1)) < —\/PE€/2, we have
P(max [l —x| 2 5) 2 1/12. a7
t7 max

To illustrate the main idea of the proof of Theorem[§] we provide a sketch.

Proof sketch. As in [[13]], consider two sequences {x; (t)} and {x,(¢)} as two separate runs of APSGD
starting from x; and for all # <k, x(¢) = x2(¢). The Gaussian noise §; () and §(¢) in {x;(t)} and
{x2(t)} satisty eI §; = —eT {5, where e is the eigenvector of A (V2 f(x¢)). Other components at
any direction perpendicular to e; of {; and &, are equal. Consider x(¢) = x; (k+17) —x2(k+1). We
can prove that

M
x(k) =x(k— 1)+ [ Y (H+ Ak — Tn))x(k — Ten) + VMG A Y &l (18)
m=1 m

where H is a symmetric matrix with Ay (H) > /PE/2, ||A(k— Tem)|| < pS, & = 2N(0,72/d)er,
&t is £2]|x(k)||*-norm-subGaussian by Assumption2and[3]

Then there is a polynomial function f (fo,#,y) such that x(k) = (k) + ¢ (k) + @s (k)

k—1 R
i=0
k—1
‘P(k) = nzZf(iukuH)A(i_Ti7m)-x(i_ri,m)7 (19)
m =0

k=1
Os(k) =} Y Fli. k. H)Gim,
m =0
and f(tp,t,H) is the fundamental solution of the following delayed linear equation

©(k) =k~ 1)+ [ Halk— Ti))

m=1
*(t0) =1, 20

x(n) =0forall n < 1.

Then we need to give a upper bound of ||¢ (k) + ¢se(k)|| and a lower bound of y(k). Following
Lemma 6 in [31], we need to construct a matrix ¥ 5

0 (0+ey)"
Ys= O+ oy Og



and use Chernoff bound by estimating the bound of E¢r{e®Ys}. Using Chernoff bound arguments
in [31]], we can show that, with probability at least 1/6, ||@sg(Tnax) + ¢ (Tnax)|| < ﬁ(Tmchxi\)/gMW and

1 (Toa) | > B2 MNT g || (T )| | > B8O here B2 (k) = X £2(i,k, v/22).

To estimate 32(k), we need to study the time-delayed equation (20) using Razumikhin-Lyapunov
method. Inspired by Mao-Razumikhin-Lyapunov stability theorem in stochastic differential equa-
tion with finite delay [32} 33]], we can prove a new instability theorem:

Theorem 9 For a discrete system, V (n,x) is a positive value Lyapunov function. Let Q be the space
of discrete function x(-) from {-T,...0,1,2,...} to R and x(-) is a solution of the given discrete
system equation. Suppose there exit q,q,, satisfying the following two conditions

(@)V(t+1,x(t+1)) > quV(t,x(t)),gm > 0 (Bounded difference condition.)
(B V=2l =1) 2 (1+9) TV (a0 e <T @n
then V(t+1,x(t+ 1)) > (1+q)V(¢,x(¢)) (Razumikhin condition.)

Then for any x(-) € Q satisfying that for all =T <t <0, V(t,x(t)) > pV(0,x(0)) with 0 < p < 1,
we have V (t,x(t)) > (1+¢q)'pV(0,x(0)) for all t > 0.

Let P is the projection matrix to e;. Apply this theorem to (20) with V (k,x) = ||Px(k)||. In this case,
gm = 1. Let y=,/p€/2. Condition @) () of g has the form

1+Mny(1+q) "' > 144, (22)

which is equal to
q(1+4q)"" <Mny. (23)
It is easy to see that for all T > 0, since MNy > 0, there is a ¢ > 0 satisfying Razumikhin condition

(21D, so that the system is exponential unstable. Let T + 1 = MLW

I _q_

(1+0)" = (14" = (1+ )17 < /57 < of
The last inequality is from 0 < g < Mny. Thus ¢ > e/ Mny, ||Px(n+1)|| > (1+e~/Mny)||Px(n)]|
if n > T'. Thus this theorem indicates that f(k,+1,7) > (1+Mnye T+MY) f(k ¢ y)ift —k > T.
Then we have:

Corollary 10 Ift —k > T, f(k,t 4+ 1) > (1+q)f(k,t), where g = Mnye (TT)MnY,

Remark 5.1 This theorem indicates that asynchronous algorithms will take ¢ TtYMNY times as long
than the synchronization one to achieve ||x(t) —x(0)|| > S. In our case, (T +1)Mn,/p€/2 < O(1),

eTHIMNY < O(1) will not be too large.

Combing these facts, we have ||x(Tuay)|| > 28 if Ty =T + ue LA DVPER o < O(1). Note that

T Mn/pe2
1
max (| |x1 (k+ Tnax) — x1(k)|[, ||x2 (k + Tnax) — x2(K)[[) > EHX(TmaX)H- (24)

The theorem follows.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we studied the theoretical properties of the popular asynchronous parallel stochastic
gradient descent algorithm in non-convex optimization. We gave the first theoretical guarantee that
if the number of workers is bounded by O(K'/3M~'/3), perturbed APSGD with consistent read
will converge to a second-order stationary point(||Vf(x)|| < &,V*f(x) = —,/p€l ) and the linear
speedup is achieved. Our results provide a theoretical basis on when the asynchronous algorithms
are effective in the non-convex case and take a step to understand the behaviors of asynchronous
algorithms in distributed asynchronous parallel training.



Broader Impact

This is a theoretical paper. Broader Impact discussion is not applicable.
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Supplementary Material

A Some Useful Lemmas

In this section some lemmas and definitions used in this paper are listed below.

Definition 2 We define the zero-mean nSG(0;) sequence as the sequence of random vectors
X1,X>... X, € R with filtrations F; = 6(X1,X>...X;) such that

E[Xi|Fi-1] = 0,E[¢!lMI|F_1] < ™' 61 €

For a zero-mean nSG(o;) sequence, we have some important lemmas from [31].

As in [31]], for a zero-mean nSG X;, let

_Jo x7
r-lx ]

and ¢ = 4, then we have:
Lemma 11 (Lemma 6 in [31]) Supposing Etr{eXi®¥i} < Lo’} (d + 1), with probability at least
1-2(d+1)e "

n
1
1Y x| §c920i2+51.
i i

Lemma 12 (SubGaussian Hoeffding inequality, Lemma 6 in [31]]) With probability at least 1 —

2(d+1)e L
n n
DRAEEN) W
l l

The proof is based on Chernoff bound arguments and A(¥;) =0, ||X;|| or —||X;||.

Using the same way, it is easy to prove the square sum theorem:

Lemma 13 (Lemma 29 in [[15)]) For a zero-mean nSG(0;) sequence X; with 6; = o, with probability

atleast 1 —e™t:

Y 11Xil]* < co?(n+1).
i

Lemma 14 Let X be a 62-sub-Gaussian random vector, then
2\1% 112 202
Ee@ HXH S e65CG [°] , (25)

ifo? < !

16¢02"

Note that ||X||? is a 16¢c? sub-exponential random variable. This lemma can be proved by directly
calculation: s ) )
]Eee HXH Sebe o (1+1286294G4)S865L‘6 (e} .

The following theorem is very useful in the proof of Chernoff bound:

Lemma 15 Let Y, the random matrix such that E{Y;} = 0 and Ftr{e®i} < 070} (d+1), then we
have Etr{e®Li¥i} < e (Zi "">2(d+ 1).

Proof:

For any semi-positive definite matrix A; and } ;a; = 1, a; > 0, we have [34]]
M
a;
trHAi < ZaitrAi.
i=1 i

11



However it is impossible to use this inequality directly. When ¥; and Y ; are not commutative if i # j,
we have eXi ¥i £ [T e¥i eventr{eXi¥i} £ tr{[T' €¥i}. In the case n = 2, we have Golden-Thompson
inequality [33] rr{e¥1 Y2} <tr{e¥1e¥2}. However it is false when n = 3, which is studied by Lieb
in [36)]. Fortunately, for n > 3, we have Sutter-Berta-Tomamichel inequality [37]:

Let || - || be the trace norm, and H; be Hermitian matrix. We have

g exp (L H) < [ tox [ Texpl(1-+ BB 0, 26)

where B is a probability measure.

For the right hand side, we have
n n
T Texpl(1+inH]|| < Y oi(] [expl(1+it)Hy) <) oi(exp(H)))Gi(exp(Hy))...Gi(exp(H.)),
k i k i

where o; is the ith singular value.

If all H; are semi-positive definite, A; = 0;, using the elementary inequality that

Zlial (exp(Hl))/'Liaz (exp(H3)).. la” (exp(H,)) < Z Z(Xkl (exp(Hy))),

i

where }; o; = 1, we have

n
||Hexp[(1 +it)Hy|| < tr{z oyexp(Hy)}, 27)
k k
so that .
tr{exp(z ogHy)} < Zaktr{exp(Hk)}. (28)
k k
|
In this supplementary material, the parameters we used are listed below:
_ g f=(T+1)Mn/pe/2, T, Ty B<0(1)
n_WGZL’ £ n max Mn\/—/zi - PR — 9

F =60co’nLT < T€*, F, = TpunLo?

, S = B\/INMTypex 1M\ Ty, w < O(1),  (29)
2V/48c+2b 1
2

b=1log(2(d+1))+log2, , p= ¢ =1log96 +log(d +1).

R
1+C”°
Lemma 16 We have N ~ €2, Ty ~ S~ F ~ T€%,Fy ~ Tyn€?,S ~ Me®5,w < O(1),u < O(1)
such that the following conditions are satisfied.

(a) n < m and 2n*M*L*T3 < 1/5

(b) V3 x65(MTuaxnNpS~+ VTaxMnl) < p

(¢) LM T’ 9 202 IM2F — 21,0, 2L°MN*T 02 > 2TF,

(d) Let g = Mn./pe/2e~ TTIMIVPE2 We have ;\/\;ﬂ >28

(e) emeuXJrlogTJrlongw( < 1/48

Proof of Lemma

Firstly,
n= —82
~ wo?L

Thus if €2 < O(557), 2n°M*L*T? < 1/5 nLM(T +1) < O(1). (a) follows.

(30)

12



For (), we have
nLo? 1

L0787 ~ T M1 02 LM Ty V"M T3, 0% = T’ M*p?L0* < O(=—) < O(—)
w
~ (€2))]
Thus if w < O(1) is large enough, T,,,xMnNpS < O(1).

22
el

TpaxMN*0? < O(——= 32

maxMnN 0= < (WGZL\/p_e) (32)

VTl < O(€3/*/\/w). Thus if w < O(1), (b) follows.
As for (c), note that §? = B2LNMT,,,,n*MT2,. 6>

s2— 3T]2M62Tmax0202

20*N2T3MPF — 2T, 2L MN* T 6
3n2M2Tmax n ¢ e n

1
= —InT?, oc*— Mczczcz — (2L*N*T*M?)T60co*NLT — (NTML)4cTyq LN 62 (33)
B’ 2 2 Lo o 2772 2
> ?LnTmMG — 7€ €20 —40co NLT* —4/3cTyalno
Since Tyax > T, and LNT?2,,.06% > 6>NLT?, INT2,.6° > T LN 02, there exist B < O(1) such that

1
—InT?, 0% — Mczczcz —40c6’NLT? — 4 /3¢Tpan6* > 2T TN Lo? = 2TF;

Thus (c¢) follows.
24 = %, thus u < O(1) and (d) follows. When u < O(1) is large enough, (¢) follows. W
B Proof of Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem[2l Lemma[3lshows that with high probability at least K /2 iterations
are of the third kind, such that there is a k satisfying Y5 . [|Vf(x:)|[> < F and Apin (V2 f (1)) >
—/P€/2, then

P B~ 2 _ 2
i Vi) < = Vix)||” < =F <e€.
min V@R <5 ¥ IV < 5 <

Vf(xi)||* =
IV (i) - L

Using 2n2M?L?T3 < 1/5, for every block of the third kind, with probability at least 1/10,

k=1 M k-1
[l =l P =021 Y Y Vi (er,) + X Y Gl

i=ixm=1 m j=ix
Lkl , , Kl ,
<2n*MT Y, Y IV (xieg, )P +20%1 ) ) Gl (34)
i=ix m i=ix m
< 2n*M*T?F 4 20cn*MT 6*
< ge*/aL?

And

AminV2f (i) > —/PE/2 — pllxis — xel| > —/PE/2 — \/PE/2VPE/L> —/PE.  (35)

There are at least | K /4T | blocks which are of the third kind. Using Hoeffding’s lemma, with a high
probability, we can find such x;.

Me*

Note that K = max{lOOlf(x%;";(m , 1001"((:;)}’;()@} ~ —L.. From 2n°M?L*T3 < 1/5, we have
T Tmu,x

T < O(K'/*M~'/3). Our theorem follows. [

13



C Proof of Lemma 3

Using Theorem[3] if there are more than [K /8T blocks of the first kind, with probabilityl — 3e™*

flgi) — fxo) < f 3Mn||Vf (x0)|* + eno?t+2n°LMco? (K +1+1) (36)
<Yy - 3Mn||Vf (x> +eno?t4+2n*LMco? (K +1+1)
i keS;
< —£¥F+cno 142102 LMcc* (K+1+1)
— SKTMg”( - 128;’”“;2)+cnozz+2n2LMca2(K+1+z)
< —SETWT”(F —50c6’NLT) +cno’t+2n°LMco* (K + 1+ 1)
< —%WTHEF—HT]G 1+2n*LMco* (K 4+ 1+1).

Since K > 1001T%, and 1 is large enough, it can not be achieved.

As for 2), let z; be the stopping time such that
z1 = inf{j|S; is of second kind}
zi = Iinf{ j| Tpar /2T < j—z;—1 and S is of second kind}.
Let N = max{i|2T - z; + Tmax < K} We have
flxge1) = fxo) < Z ||Vf (x)|[* +cno’t
2

3n“L
2

(37)

Mco*(K+1+1)+L*TMn*Mco* (K +1+T+1)

3n2L (38)
<cnoi+ TMCGZ(K—l- 14+1) + L2TMN*Mco?(K+ 14T +1)

+

N Fzﬁ’Tmax 1

ok

vl

Let
F‘Zl +Tmax - 1

Xi= Y V@)
k=F,
Y, X; is a submartingale and the last term of Eq.(38) is — }; X;. Using Theoremid, P(X; > F,) > 1/24.
Let Y; be a random variable, such that Y; = X; if X; < F else Y; = F,. Then we have a bounded sub-
martingale 0 <Y; < X;. Using Azuma’s inequality, we have

N N _a
P(Y X >E{Y ¥} —A2) > P(L Y > E{Y ¥i} =) > 1 —2¢ 2" (39)
i i i i
And it easy to see E{Z{V Y} > iNFz We have
ZY > NFZ—\/ZNFZ\/_) >1—et (40)
If there are more then K /8T blocks of the second kind, we have N > K /4T,
1 1
—N—+V2N+v1> —N
24 Viz 48
With probability at least 1 — 3e™!
Fxxi1) — f(x0) < eno1+2n°LMcc* (K +1+1)
3Mn N 41
8 487
If N > K/4T 4y, and K > IOOlem%, it can not be achieved. |
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D Proof of theorem 3

Firstly, we need a lemma:

Lemma 17 Under the condition of theorem[3] we have

3
Pl £ < =2 P+ 2LE - Ly Z V£ (g, @2)

M
+L*TMn Z n IIZfoJ )l —n<fok Z >

j=k-T m=1

3n2L

k—1 M
IIZCkm||2+L2Mn Y X &Gall

j= kf‘c,:"‘” m=1

Proof of Lemma This lemma is, in fact, a transformation of (30) in [6]].

SFan) = f o) <(VFOR), X1 —xx) + [§||xk+1 — xel? (43)
M M
- <Vf(xk),77 Y Vi) +nY, Ck,m>
m=1 m=1
2 M M
LY Vit a,) + Y Gl
m=1 m=1
M M
- <Vf(xk),17 Y Vf(xkrk,,,,)> + <Vf(xk)=77 Y Ck,m>
m=1 m=1

n2L M M 5
+T|| Z Vf(xkffk,m)‘i' Z Ck7m||

M_

—
=

(IIVf(xk)||2+||— Z VI (g,

m_

§

M
—IVf(x) Z fg,)I17) = H<Vf(xk)a Y Ck,m>

2 M M
n-L
1Y VS k) + 1 Gl
m=1 m=1
M M

_ Mn 1
= (||Vf (w7 + ||— Z (e )II” = IV Ci) = 57 Y Vg, )I?)

m=1 m=1

T

M 2 3
<Vf Xk ), Z > nL || vaxk o) IP 43l Z Seml )
)
<= VA +1 37 Z V(s I

—2L%(] Z TIZC;m||2+T Z nIIZfoj 5)l17)]

j k lenurx : j k Tmu,x
(7' = arg I{I}aXM [ |k X 1)

M 2L 3 5
Vf(x), Z || vaxk ) l|” 43l Z Seml?)
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M Ly
<= IV ARIP+ 1137 XV, )P

—20%(n’|| Z ZszIIZJrT Z n IIZfo/ 5 |I%)]

j max m=1 mal

TIZL 3 2 2
—n{ Vflxu), Z Ckm )+ =Gl Zfok ) 1”3 Z Cemll”)
m=1 m=1

M 3n3L
<— VeI P+ (5= = 50| ZVf e

M
+L°TMn Z 1 ||2fo, f,m>||2—n<fok Z >

j—k*T m=1

3n2L

IIZCkm||2+L2Mn Il Z Z,ijll2

J=k=T " m=1

In (1) we use the fact (a,b) = 3(||a|[*> + ||b||*> — ||a — b|[?), and (2) is from the estimation of T} in
[6].
From this lemma, we can observe that, different from the general SGD, since the stale gradients are

used, there is no guarantee that the function value will decrease in every step. However, it can be
proved that the overall trend of the function value is still decreasing.

Proof of theorem [3k
h+7T
fGrra) = f(x) = Y Flr) — £x) (44)
k=tq
Hh+7T M 317 L
<y ——||Vf( OlI>+ (T—— I Z Vf (g,
k=t

+L*TMn Z n ||Zfoj ik
j=k—T m=1

u 3772L 2, 2 2
<fok Z > > ||ZCkm|| + LM’ || Z ZCJWH

m=1 mmm 1
n+T 10+T 3n2L n M

= ——||Vf NP+ Y ( =Y Vg, )1
kX;O k=to 4 M mgl -

+L*TMn Z n ||21fo} )l

j=k=T
g u 3772L 2, 42 2
- Y n(Vrw), Z 5 IIZCkaI +L°Mn? I Z ZC;mII
k=1, m=1 j=k—T e m=1
h+T M
<y ——IIVf( Oll?
k=t
fh+T
+Y (n +L2MT2 ol Z Vf (s, )IIP
k=tq

to—1

+L2TMY? Y T||2fo, s

k=ty— m=1
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fo+7T M fo+7T 3n2L fo+T k—1
—Zn<fok zck,m> RS R WA WP R

k=t k=ty k=ty— Jj=k— Tmuxm_

I

|
In order to estimate 7>, we can use lemmas in [15].
Let § = 17 XM &t u. With probability 1 — e~ *, we have
1Hh+7T nM 1n+7T
=Y nMVFx). 80 < —— Y IVFx)IF +eno’ (45)
k=t k=tg
This is from Lemma 30 in [[15]].
With probability 1 —e™ !,
t0+T3 ZL
y = IIZCmH2 2(t41+1) (46)
k=tq
And with probability at least 1 — e~ t/TMLn+log(t+T)+logT > | _ ¢=t(when t is large enough),
Hh+7T
Y. mm Z Y. Gl
k:l()fT j mecm 1 (47)
2
L
<LPTMN*Mco?(t/TMN +1+T+1) < nTMCO'Z(T—i— 14+1)
We have, with probability 1 —3e™ ",
10+T
Z V£ (x0)|? +eno?t+2n°LMco?(T+1+1)
k=tq
n*(3E — ’MT*n) — 7L < 0. With probability at least 1 —3e ™",
h+7T 3M
FOgrest) = Flg) € ¥ =21V [P +enoy
k=tq
+ 2n2LMcGZ(‘L'+ 1+1) (48)
to—1
+LTMn® Y, 7| Zfo, o)l
k=tg—T m=1
The theorem follows. |
E Proof of Lemma
t—1
i1 = % [P=30711Y Y GimlI? (49)
m i=ty
t—1+tg M
=’ Y Y Vi g, JrZZé?zmll2 3n IIZZszII (50)
k=ty m=1 m =ty m i=ty
t—1+1 M
<3n* Y d[lIMV @I+ MV fa) = Y V()]
k= 10 m=1
(a) t—1+1 5 5
<3n* Y. M||Vi(w)|
k=t
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t—1+1

+3n% Y M22L2n2[|| Z Zij||2+T||Zfo/ o) lI]

k:t() Tl?lmm 1
t—1+1
<3n® Y, M|Vl
k=tq
=141y k—1
+3n% Y Y MPer? 2T||2fo, ol
k=ty j=k—-T m=1
2171+zo k—1 sy k=1 M )
+3n% Y, Y v Y Y Gall
= 0 J k—T ]:ki.[’.l:naxmzl
t—1+1
<3n® Y, M| V()|
k=tq
t—1+19
+3n% Z M*2020°T?| ZVf g
k=ty— m=1
t—141
+3n% Y M2 LGzll Z Zszll2
k=ty ’"“"m 1
(b t—1+1
<3n? Y, M*[[V/(x)l]?
k=t
t—1+1g
+30% Y MU0 TMP||V (w0
k=tg—2T
t—1+1
+3n% Y M22LG2|| Z ZCJmII2

In (a), we use the estimation for 7} in the previous section, and (b) is from 7 ,, < T such that

t—1+1 M t—1+1g
Y IY Vi, )P < Y TMIVI(a)ll?
k=tg—T m=1 k=ty—2T
[ |
F Proof of Lemma 7|

Supposing there is a T < Ty, such that ||x(k + ) — x(k)||* > $?), with probability at least 1 —
TTgve Tmax — %, we have

Tnax—1+tg T—1419
Y, (+2’MT)||VA)|P = Y (1+2L0MPT)||V £ ()| D
k=tq k=tq
o oo =312 = 30| T T G2
- 3N2M2 Thax
to—1 M
R RN DNy
k=ty—2T m=1
Tnax—1+tg
- Lol Z Y. Ciul?
k=t Tkum 1
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(;_) S§2— 3n22]W02TmaxC2C2 - 2L2n2T3M2F
37] Mszax
— 2T l*MN*T 2

>2Th

20°°MPT? = 2L°10°M>T? - T < T. We have

Tinax— 1+t

Y V@I =P (52)

k=t

In (a) we use Lemmal[I3] and with probability at least 1 — T}, e Tmer

Tmux*I‘HO k—1 M
Y 2 Y Y Gl € 0?2102l M0 T < co?
k=ty Jj=k—7"x m=1

With probability at least 1 — 1/48, we have

to+7—1
|| Z Z Ci,m”z < CZMGZTmaxCZ
m i:[()

This is due to Lemmal[[2and 2(d + 1)e™> = k&, ¢ =10g96 +log(d + 1) and ¢~ TnexHlogT+HlogTnar <
1/48. Our claim follows. |

G Proof of theorem

In order to analyze the x(7) under the updating rules, as in [13]], the standard proof strategy to con-
sider two sequences {x;(¢)} and {x2(z)} as two separate runs of algorithm [ starting from x(k)(for
all t <k, x1(¢t) = x2(¢) ). They are coupled, such that for the Gaussian noise {;(r) and {(¢) in
algorithm[Il e} §; = —elT {>, where e is the eigenvector corresponding to the minimum eigenvalue

of V2f(x), and the components at any direction perpendicular to e; of {; and ¢, are equal. Given
coupling sequence {x;(k—+1)} and {xp(k+1)}, let x(t) = x; (k+1) — x2(k+1). We have

M M
x(k) =x(k—=1)+n(Y, VFx(k—Tm) + Siem— Y, VL2 (k= Tem)) = Casem)- (53)
m=1 m=1

We have V/(x1) = V/(x2) = fif V2f(ex; + (1 = D)) (x1 —x2)dt = [V2f(xo) + o V2 (1 + (1 —

xp)dt — V2 f(x0)](x1 — x2). Let H = V2£(x0), Ay = Joy V2f(tx1 + (1 — £)x2)dt — V2 f(xp). We
have

M
x(k) :x(k - 1) + n [ Z (H + Axl (k*Tk,msz(k*Tk,m))x(k - Tk,m) + CLk,m - C27k,m]' (54)

m=1
Now we want to estimate the probability of event
{ max ||y (k+1) —x1 (0|, [lxa(k +1) —xa(k)[2) > 8 or [|x(r)]| > 2}
It is enough to consider a random variable x’ such that x'(r)|E —x(¢)|E = 0 where E is the event
{Vt < T : maxp<t,,,, (| |x1 (k1) —x1(k) |2, | |x2 (k +1) — x2(k)||?) < §2}. This is from

P < Togemax (1 (k-+1) = x1 (0)][2 |2 (k+1) — 22(K) ) < 52 or [Jx(1)] < 25)

= P(Vt < T max(|[x; (k+1) — x1 (k)|*, |2 (k+ 1) = x2(K)[|*) < 8% or [[¥'(1)]] < 25).
(55)
Then we can turn to consider x’, such that
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M
x/(k):x —1 —‘rT[ Z H—|—A' 1 (kT )2 Tkm)) (k_Tk,m)+C1,k,m_C2,k,m]- (56)
m=1

If max(|[x; (1) — ()|, P2 (1) — x(k)[]?) < 82

A1) = A,
else
A(t)=pS.
Then A/ < pS. In order to simplify symbols, we denote x = x'.

X1 (k=Thm) X2 (k=Tpm) —

To show that||x(Tuay)|| > 25, we consider Eq.(54). Let {&1;, 8.}, {&1.im; E2,im+ be the Gaussian
noise and stochastic gradient noise in two runs. We set §; = 1 — Coiy Eim = Elim — Epim- 1t s
easy to see that §; = 2P(; ;, where P is the projection matrix to e;. This is from the definition of the
coupling sequence. And from Assumption[3] &; ,, is ¢?||x(i — T; )||>-norm-sub-Gaussian.

Then there is a polynomial function f (fo,#,y) such that x(k) = (k) + ¢ (k) + @s (k)

k—1
=VMn Y f(i,k,H)G
i=0
k—1
(k) =n Z Z F ik, H)A(i — Tipn)x(i — Tim) (57)

Psg (K nZZflngtm

f(to,t,H) is the solution (fundamental solution) of the following linear equation
m
x(k) =x(k—1)+n[ Y Hx(k— T )]

m=1
58
i) =1 oY
x(n) =0forall n <t

This is an easy inference for linear time-varying systems. And if the maximal eigenvalue of H is 7,
it is easy to see for any vector V = PV with ||V|| = 1, ||f(to,t, H)V||2 = f(to,t,7) = f(to,1).

Lemma 18 Let f(to,t) = f(to,t,7), B2(k) = Y o f2(i,k) we have
(1) f(to,t1)f(t1,12) < f(to,12)
(2) f(t17t2) 2 f(thtz - 1)

(3) FkB) = /T (k1) L2 (k) < /T2 120700 < BLD)

(4) flkt+1) > (1+Mnye” TN f(kr) ift —k > T.

(5) q:Mnyf(TJrl)MnV, BZ( ) >): (l—l—q) % Whenk—TZan/q

Proof: The first three inequalities are trivial. (4) is from Corollary [I0l (5) is easily deduced from
. |

Now we can estimate ¢ term.

o(t+1) nZ Z f(n,t + 1, H)A(n — Ty n)x(n— Ty m) (59)

To give a estimation, we need the Chernoff bound. Let

o xT o v, _[o ¢" _[o o
S IR BRI RS N

We have
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Theorem 19 For all 0 <t < T,,4, and 6% < mar pi)2/132(r)Mn24r2/d’ C, =3 x 65, we have

Eer {80 0+0¥ss(0)) < o0 Ty P/VB2OMN*Ar/d (g 4 )

Bir(e®V 0} < @O (T PPBROWR (g 1) (60)

S IYOIF < (G0 1T PP B2 d g )

Proof:
We use mathematical induction.
For t = 0, the first inequality is obviously true. For the second one
x(0) = w(0) + 9(0) + ¢5(0) = w(0)
so since Y is sub-Gaussian, we have
Etr{eoy(o)} < ec92B2(0)Mn24r2/d(d +1)
RO IY () < (05¢0%B7(0)MN>4r [d ©1)

< (L2 [IHL) PP B2 (O)MN*4r? [d

Then supposing the lemma is true for all T <¢, we consider £ 4 1.

Etr{e9Y¢<[+1)} — ]Etr{ee(nZmZif(i!t!H)A<iiTi,m)YU*Ti,m))}

so we have

Err {0 HD)} = yp{oPNEnE: fie tLH)AG- )Y (i-50)) )

Q) e nsti ) mpS Pl PR MY d g (62)

< ec92<MmpS)2(1+z;:1pf)ZﬁZ(z+1)Mn24r2/d(d+ 1

(1) is from lemma (T3 eX = 1+ X + X+ [|£(i,t + LH)|| < f(i,t +1), B(i —7) < B(i), Ali —
Tim) < PS.

And we have
B r{ O (1Y — ¢ (R Ene0? (i DnIY =)l
< (O (VMO (14 pf)2ﬁ2<i)Mn24r2/d(d+ 1) (63)
< C2OP (VMO +E pf)2ﬁ2(1+1)Mn24r2/d(d +1)
Thus
Bar{ ot +0Y11)) < (O (MmpSTVEVMMO* 1+ T)y B+ DMI4r d g 4 1
< LT, pf)zﬁz(t+l)Mn24r2/d(d+ 1) (64)

— FLOTE PR M fd |y

Etr{eGY(tJrl)} _ Etr{eﬂ(YN(I+1)+Ysg(t+1)+Y¢(I+1))}

ol (65)
< O p/)zﬁz(t+1)4Mn2r2/d(d+ 1)
As for Eeez‘m’“)”z, using Lemma[I4] we have
B8 IV < (O5¢07 B> ()M n*4r [d (66)
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And
B0 ¥ sg(t+ DI < oLi Zn 650> (£(ir+1)nel[¥ (i—7im)])?

< e6562062(\/1Wf(i,t+1)n£)2(1+):;:1 p)2B2()MN%4r% ) d (67)

< essczcez(\/mn@z(uz;:l p)2B2(t+1)Mn34r2 /d

EO Yo — o0 (0 Em i £ (it H)AG=T0)||¥ (1= ) |)
< O5C2O? (Mef(it+1)npS)* (14X p/)* B2 ()Mn>4r% /d (68)

< O5C2c0>(MmpS? (14X, p/) B2+ )MN>4r /d

Thus, we have

RO IV DI < o302 X a4 1)|P+3621¥ gr+1) P+362(1¥ s (1+1)

< 665c923[1+(\/C7Mmps+\/c7\/1mn£)(1+z;:1 PpHPB2(t+1)Mn24r% /d (69)

< (C2eO [T PP )M 4% d
where we use (b) of Lemmal[l6l [ |

By Lemma[I1l we have

Corollary 20 Forany1 >0

P(l95 (k) 0K < %@"%@H» > 124 1)t

Il _yo i_ _p
where ; =Y.2, p' = T

VM
We select 1 = b =1log(2(d + 1)) + log2, then @ = %, P(||¢so (k) + (k)| < B( )fnr) >

Lemma 21 For all k:

B(k)vManr. 2

P bl >———)> =

()| > B2, > 2
Proof: Since y is Gaussian, P(|X| < Ac) < 24/v/2xm < A for all normal random variable X. Let
A= 1L (k) > BEIIRE it probability 2/3. n

Using these lemmas, with probability 1/6, ||x(k)|| > ||w(k)|| — ||@se (k) + ¢ (k)|| > %@?m. Then
we have, with probability at least 1/6, maxo<,<,,,. (||x1(k+1) —x1(k)|],||x2(k+ 1) —x2(k)||) > S

or [+ =xa(k+0)]| = %\/ffm and for all k—T >1n2/q, g = Mn/p€/2e 7, f = (T +
1)Mn/p€/2, we have ﬁz(k) > %

For coupling two runs of algorithm [ x; (¢)}, {x2(¢)},
1
max(| ey (k+1) =xi (k)] [|x2(k+1) —x2(0)|]) = S[lx1 (k+1) =2k +1)]] (70)

Since u < O(1) is large enough to satisfy (e) in Lemmal[l6land 1 small enough such that (1+¢)'/% >
2, we have

B(Tna)VMnr _ (L) T VMnr _ (1+q)"/sVMnr _ 2VMnr
6vd - 6v/3v/2qd T 6V3v2qd T 6V3\2qd
Thus with probability at least 1/6
max ([ (k+0) = n ()] [k +0) (b)) > §
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so that we have
P(max [lxi(k+1) —xi(k)[| = §) = P(max [[x2(k+1) —x:(k)[| = S)

>Lmax

1
2 5P(max (b (k+1) —xi (k)] [lx2(k+1) —2(k)]]) = 5)
>1/12
(71)
This prove Theorem 8]

H The Growth Rate of Polynomial f(,1,)

In this section, we will prove Theorem[9and the last property of polynomial f(1,z;) in lemma[I8
Firstly, in the synchronous case, the delay T = 0. We know Lyapunov’s First Theorem.

Lemma 22 Let A to be a symmetric matrix, with maximum eigenvalue y > 0. Suppose the updating
rules of x is

x(n+1) =x(n)+Ax(n) (72)

Then x(n) is exponential unstable in the neighborhood of zero.

This can be proved by choosing a Lyapunov function. We consider V (n) = x(n)” Px(n), where P
is the Projection matrix to the subspace of the maximum eigenvalue. We can show that V(n+1) =

(147)%V(n).

This method can be generalized to the asynchronous(time-delayed) systems. There are many works
on the stability of the time-delay system by considering Lyapunov functional [25] 22, [23]. Con-
structing a Lyapunov functional is generally tricky. One way to avoid this is to use Razumikhin-type
theorems [24, 21]]. A stochastic version of Razumikhin theorems is proved in [33]]. There are few
works on the instability of the time-delayed system. [26] used Razumikhin-type theorems to study
the instability, and the work in [29] constructed a Lyapunov functional. It was shown that when the
delay is small enough, the system is exponentially unstable.

H.1 A Rough Estimation

Here we give a much easier analysis for the linear time-delay system without using Lyapunov func-
tional.

Lemma 23 Let A to be a symmetric matrix

x(n+1)=x(n)+ Zi:Ax(n — Tni) 73)

Px(0) #0,x(t) =0 forallt <0

with 0 < © < T, the largest eigenvalue of A is 7y, P be the projection matrix to the eigenvalues .
Let V(n) = x(n)T Px(n), If my —m>y*T? = g > 0, we have V(n+1) > (14 q)V(n) for n > T and
V(n+1)>V(n)forn<T.

Let P be the projection matrix of A to the subspace of maximum eigenvalue and V (n) = x(n)” Px(n).
We have

V(n+1) =x(n)T Px(n) + 2x(n)TP[iAx(n — Tni)]
Y Ax(n— 1) P[Y Ax(n 5,1 74)

>V(n)+ 2x(n)TP§:AX(n — Tn,i)

Let i in the set {1,2,3...m'(n)} such that x(n — 7, ;) # 0 and if n > T, m'(n) = m. For simplicity, we
use m to represent m'(n). Using the fact (a,b) = 3 (||a|]*> +||b||* — ||a — b]|*), we have
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V(n+1)=V(n) +mx(n)" PAx(n) + m% in:x(n - ’L',,J)TPAl ix(n — Tpi) (75)
—mlx(n) — % ix(n —70)]" PAx(n) — % ix(n — Tni)]

> _ _r . _ _ .
V(n)+myV(n)+m E x(n—1,;)" PA Ei x(n—1,;)

1

—mlx(n) — % ix(n - ’L',,J)]TPA [x(n) — % ix(n — Tni)]

>V (n)+myV(n)+ m% ix(n - ’L‘,,,,‘)TPA% ix(n = Tni)
n—1 m n—1 m

—m| ) Z ZAx(t —1,,)|"PA| ) Z ZAx(t —1,)]

1 m 1 m
>V (n)+myV(n)+ my— Zx(n - ‘L'n,l-)TP% Zx(n — Tni)

n—1 m m
—my’T ) (Zx(t—1,7,~))TP(Zx(t—T[,,‘))

t=n—T i
>V (n) +myV(n)

m

1 & 1
—i—my% Zx(n — T"’i)TP% Zx(n —Tni)}

i

—mzj/3T ”il iV(l‘—T[,i)

t=n—T i

Note that from Eq.([73), since y > 0 ||Px(n)|| will keep increasing. V (n) >V (n— 1) for all 7 > 0. If
my—m*y’T? = ¢ >0, we have V(n+1) > (1 +q)V(n), ||[Px(n+1)|| > T+ ¢q||Px(n)|| if n > T.

H.2 Razumikhin-Lyapunov Method

g=my—m’y’T?, even when T =0, ¢ < my. But we know that V (n+ 1) = (1 +2my+m?y*)V (n),
so that 1 + ¢ is a very rough estimation. Here, using Razumikhin technique, we give a new theorem
to get a better estimation and it can go beyond T ~ 71, cases (my—m>y*T? > 0), This theorem is

inspired by the proof in [32,[33].

Theorem 24 (Restatement of Theorem([9) For a discrete system, V (n,x) is a positive value Lyapunov
Sfunction. Let Q be the space of discrete function x(-) from {-T,...0,1,2,...} to R and x(-) is a
solution of the given discrete system equation. Suppose there exit q,q,, satisfying the following two
conditions

(@V(t+1,x(t+1)) > guV(t,x(t)),gm > 0 (Bounded difference condition.)
D) V(t—1,x(t— 1)) > (1 +q)*T1qT’"V(t,x(t))vo <t<T (76)
q
then V(t+1,x(t+ 1)) > (1 +q)V(t,x(¢)) (Razumikhin condition.)
Then for any x(-) € Q satisfying that for all =T <t <0, V(t,x(t)) > pV(0,x(0)) with 0 < p < 1,
we have V (t,x(t)) > (1+¢q)'pV(0,x(0)) for all t > 0.
Proof:

Let B(n) = (14 ¢)™"V(n). In order to prove our theorem, we only need to show B(n) have a lower
bound.

B(0) =V(0) > pV(0) £ p’. Assuming there is a t > 0 such that B(t) = (1+¢) 'V (t) < p/, select
the minimum one as 7, such that B(k) > p’ for all k < ¢, and B(r) < p'. Note that V(¢) > g,V (t — 1)
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so that B(¢) > p’qu’”q. Then for all k satisfyingr — T < k <t,

V(k) = (1+4q)'Bk) > (1 +Q)kp/% =(1+¢)*'(1 +q)’p/%’”q,
(17
> (14+9) " (1+q) - B1) = (1+9) "L v ().

1+¢ 1+¢

So that we have V(t +1) > (1+q)V (1), B(t+1) = B(t) > p'{&. K B(t+1) > p, V(+2) >
gnV(n+1), so that B(t +2) > B(t + 1) > p'{f. M Bt +1) <p/, V(t+1—1) = (1+
q)’quT’"qV(t + 1), from the condition in (Z6), B(t +2) > B(t + 1) > p' . This process can be
continued, such that B(¢) > P 1‘%} for any . Our claim follows. [ |

Using Theorem24] to (73), we set V (n,x) = ||Px(n)||. Supposing x(0) = I,x(—¢) =0 for all z > 0,
||Px()|| = eTx(t) and g,, = 1. As shown in section[5.2, we have:

Corollary 25 Ler f(k,t) be the polynomial in lemma flkt+1)>(14+q)f(k) ift—k>T,
where g = Mnye—(T+MnY,
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